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The South Coast Air Quality Management District £&&IMD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the above-mentioned document. Thewolp comments are meant as guidance
for the Lead Agency and should be incorporated tikoFinal Environmental Impact Report.

Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21082&se provide the SCAQMD with written
responses to all comments contained herein pritire@doption of the Final Environmental
Impact Report. The SCAQMD staff would be happy twrkwvith the Lead Agency to address
these issues and any other questions that may Bfesese contact Gordon Mize, Air Quality
Specialist — CEQA Section, at (909) 396-3302, il y)ave any questions regarding these
comments.

Sincerely

Steve Smith, P.h.D.

Program Supervisor, CEQA Section

Planning, Rule Development & Area Sources
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Air Quality Analysis - Construction

When discussing air quality significance threshatdbe used to determine whether or not
air quality impacts are significant, the lead ageidentifies a number of potential
significance thresholds, including the LSTs recomdsel by the SCAQMD for use by other
public agencies. It is recommended that the leat@galso use the SCAQMD
recommended regional significance thresholds (see
http://www.agmd.gov/cega/handbook/signthres)aghen determining air quality
significance.

Table 3.5-5 on page 3.5-9 appears to show peak cailstruction air quality impacts.
Review of the URBEMIS2007 output sheets in Apperalishows different peak daily
construction emissions than are shown in Tableé316-the Final EIR, please explain or
correct this apparent inconsistency.

Air Quality Analysis - Operation

3.

In Section 3.5.4 the lead agency concludes thgpibygosed project’s air quality impacts do
not exceed any significance thresholds and, thexefm mitigation is required. However,
review of Table 3.5-8 shows that total daily NOxigsions (both on-site and off-site)
substantially exceed the NOx regional significatieeshold of 55 pounds per day. Table
3.5-8 should be revised accordingly.

On page 3.5-12, the lead agency states that opeahtir quality impacts are not significant
because the mobile source emissions would contmaecur as a result of transport of
wastes to local landfills. SCAQMD staff stronglysdgrees with the displaced truck trip
methodology used by the lead agency that incoyrsaiygests that the proposed project will
reduce emissions. The proposed project will nohielate truck trips that would otherwise
haul biosolids and biomass to other locations beeadiincreasing population growth and
the associated future increases in the amount stewaaterials generated locally. Further,
there is no analysis that the other truck trips Mdoe eliminated to support such an
assumption. The only way the lead agency can tadditdor the displaced truck trips is to
prohibit them through some legally binding agreem&he SCAQMD has always advocated
that a project analyzed in a CEQA document takgarsibility for all of the emissions
generated by the proposed project. It is likely #eminating the inappropriate credit for
displaced truck trip emissions would result in gigant operational NOx emissions. As a
result, mitigation measures would be required.

Health Risk Assessment

The health risk assessment documentation doegomvtlp sufficient information to evaluate
the health risk assessment (HRA) analysis andteeslihe documentation should allow the
public to recreate the health risk assessmentrathdde references. Specific issues and
concerns relative to the HRA are identified in tbkowing comments
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4.

Table 1 Basis of Emission Calculation EDCO Recyrhmd Transfer Station Project in
Appendix D presents DPM emission rates and stacapeters. However, no
documentation on the sources of the informatiothercalculations is provided.

The total current DPM emission rate is presente@l B2 ton per year, 0.028 pound per hour
and 7.75E-6 grams per second. The 0.028 poundgpercian be estimated from 0.12 ton per
year using 365 days per year and 24 hours per dawever, it is not clear how 7.75E-6
grams per second were derived from 0.028 pountqar. From simple conversion of units,
0.028 Ib/hr should be 0.035 gram per second (Oll@B8 x 453.59 grams per pound x hour
per 3,600 seconds).

The equations used to estimate emission shoulddsemted in the Final EIR. The gram per
second emission rate should be verified and cadetihneeded in the Final EIR.

Appendix D states, “For the current analysis, weuaged that actual diesel particulate
emission emissions would remain the same for the fiyears. In reality, these emissions
would be 80 percent to 90 percent lower than ctieamssions due to current state
regulations that require 75 percent reduction @seli exhaust emissions over the next 10
years.” An 80 percent reduction was used to estifudure reductions. It is not clear which
regulations are referenced by theses statemehis.sdecific regulations should be
documented and time lines should be presented sdioni factors should be developed from
a weighted average of fleet year EMFAC2007 emisfaotors with emission reductions
occurring during the correct fleet years. It kely that an 80 percent reduction for future
years may not provide a sufficiently conservatimalgsis. The Final EIR should
demonstrate that the emission rates are consezV@ty, at least as conservative as using
fleet year weighted average EMFAC2007 emissiorofagt

The emissions presented in Table 1 Basis of EnmgSaiculation EDCO Recycling and
Transfer Station Project in Appendix D do not matot emissions presented in Table 1-7
Summary of Daily and Annual Operational Emissianghie main text of Appendix D. Table
1 presents the DPM emission rate to be 0.12 tonggae. Table 1-7 presents idling
emission rates to be 0.010 ton per year and oregitgopment 0.852 ton per year. The
emissions rates in the Final EIR should be condisti these emissions rates are correct, an
explanation should be included to explain why therséssions are not consistent.

It is not clear if the HRA includes all diesel esians from the proposed project or only the
diesel idling from trucks.

The calms routine was used in the air dispersiodaiing. SCAQMD policy regarding use
of meteorological data requires that the calmsimeutot be used. Since SCAQMD Long
Beach meteorological data were used, the calmsmeoshould be turned off in the Final
EIR.

Figure 3.5-1 in the Draft EIR presents a carcinaghealth risk of 0.48291 in one million.
The output file in Appendix D presents a DPM cortcaion of 0.48291 microgram per
cubic meter. No health risk calculation is presdntlt appears that the maximum
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concentration is of 0.48291 microgram per cubicamand that it is misreported as the
cancer risk in Figure 3.5-1.

DPM concentration in microgram per cubic meteraswerted to carcinogenic health risk
using the following equation.

Cancer risk = Cancer Potency (CP) ¢ Inhalatioibose (Dose-Inh)
Dose-Inh = 10 « C4 » DBR + (EF « ED)/AT

Where,

CP = Cancer potency; the cancer potency for D®#MI1 cancers/mg/kg-day;
Dose-inh = Dose through inhalation (mg/kg-day);

10° = Unit conversion factor;

Cair = Model-estimated DPM concentration (Lgm

DBR = Daily breathing rate (L/kg-day);

EF = Exposure frequency (days/year);

ED = Exposure duration (years); and

AT = Averaging time period over which exposuravgraged, in days.

Assumptions for the above parameters are giveneiable below:

Receptor DBR EF ED AT
Residential 302* 350 70 25,550
Worker 149 245 40 25,550

* 80™ percentile breathing rate per ARB's interim riskamagement guidance for inhalation risk at resiaénti
receptors:?

The maximum individual cancer risk (MICR) and maximexposed individual worker
(MEIW) should be identified on Figure 3.5-1. Thetual calculation used should be
presented along with all parameters used (e.g.etedatoncentration, daily breathing rate,
cancer potency factor, etc.).

Page 3.5-14 states that the nearest homes aredds@® feet to the south of the proposed

project, then states health risk for the nearestieats. On page 3.5-8, the lead agency states

that the nearest receptors are 275 feet west gfrthosed project. According to the wind
rose for the Long Beach meteorological data (alsdeat from isopleths Figure 3.5-1.), the
prevailing wind direction blows from the southwasthe northwest. Therefore, it is not
clear from the Draft EIR where the nearest seresitdceptor is located and whether the
nearest residential receptors are included witnenMICR isopleth or are only the closest
residential/sensitive receptors. The Draft EIRuti@learly present the residential/sensitive
receptor with the highest health risk.
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SCAQMD Permitting and Compliance

9. In the conceptual drawings in Figures 2-4 throughdh pages 2-7 though 2-9, the location,
number, configuration, and height of the exhauwstkst from the described ventilation and
filtration system are not detailed in the drawiagsl should be included in the Final EIR.

10.0n page 3.5-7, the lead agency should cite in thal EIR how the lead agency will comply
with the following SCAQMD rules and regulation:

Rules 201 — Permit to Construct;

Rule 203 — Permit to Operate;

Regulation Xl — New Source Review; and

Rule 1401 — New Source Review of Toxic Air Contaamts.

11.The Draft EIR does not mention the potential usa b&ckup engine generator for the
electricity generation in case of an outage; wisdypically part of a facility’s installed
equipment. If such a generator is planned anidoeigreater than 50 brake HP, that
information should be included in the Final EIR dhdt equipment shall be installed and
operated in accordance with applicable SCAQMD tules



